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This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks file on 7/12/07. 
Claims 1-5, 8-15, 19-29, 31 and 32 are presented for further examination. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 8-15, 19-29, 31 and 32 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 



Claims 1-5, 8-15, 19-29, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ogilvie (US 6,71 1,608) in view of Nakada et al hereinafter Nakada (US 
6,654,786) in further view of Nakada et la hereinafter Nakada960 (US 2001/0030960) and 
Meister et al hereinafter Meister (US 2004/0103162). 
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1. Referring to Claims 1, 8 and 19, Ogilvie discloses a system for providing self-destructing 
electronic mail messages (refer to Abstract), the system comprising: an electronic mail server 
application operative to receive a request to transmit a self-destructing electronic mail message 
(refer to Col 9, Lines 5-20), to transmit the self-destructing electronic mail message to an 
electronic mail client application (218 and 202, refer to Fig 2), and to cause all instances of the 
self-destructing electronic mail message to be destroyed after a period of time specified in the 
request (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 40-50) and electronic mail client application operative to transmit 
the request to the electronic mail server application (refer to Col 9, Lines 5-35), the request 
comprising an electronic mail message body and specifying a period of time within which the 
self-destructing electronic mail should be destroyed (refer to Col 11, Lines 40-50), wherein the 
all instances of the self-destructing electronic mail message comprises a plurality of electronic 
copies of the self-destructing electronic mail message stored in at least one of the following: 
computer system memory and a mass storage device (refer to Col 4, Lines 20-50, Col 9, Lines 
20-60, and Col 11, Lines 1-15). 

determining if an intended receipt's electronic mail server application supports receiving self- 
destructing electronic mail messages (transmission protocol, which insure the receiving side 
supports the self-destructing electronic mail messages, refer to Col 7, Lines 10-25 and Col 10, 
Lines 35-50); 

if the intended recipient's electronic mail server application does not support self destructing 
electronic mail messages (sent to the unintended location, refer to Col 10, Lines 3); 
provide a security warming message ("remove from mail list", refer to Col 9, Lines 5-20) prior to 
transmitting the request in response to determining that an intended recipient of the self- 
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destructing electronic mail message is located beyond a home domain associated with the 
electronic mail server application (it is inherent that once the client has provide a message, the 
message itself will return the message to the server of originator 200, that ensure the domain is 
associated with the server and Col 10, Lines 35-50), 

Ogilvie did not expressly indicate "notifying a sender that the intended recipients mail server 
does not support self-destructing electronic mail messages"; 

Nakada discloses a system that "provides an notification that back to the sender when the mail 
wasn't deliver successfully" (refer to Col 6, Lines 25-40, and Col 9, Lines 45-60, and Col 10, 
Lines 29-40). 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that in Nakada system, it indicates if the deliver 
wasn't successfully, the system it will urge the sender to verify the sending address to ensure the 
successful transmission to the intended party. 

Although both Ogilvie and Nakada disclose the invention substantially as claimed, both Ogilvie 
and Nakada are silent regarding "determining if an electronic mail address is. located on a 
network beyond the sender's home domain"; and "canceling the electronic mail message to the 
intended recipient whose electronic mail address is located on the network beyond the sender's 
home domain"; 

Nakada960, in an analogous art discloses, "determining if the electronic mail address is located 
on a network beyond the sender's home domain" (refer to 0125); 

"canceling the electronic mail message to the intended recipient whose electronic mail address is 
located on the network beyond the sender's home domain" (refer to 0125); 
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Hence, providing the determine own domain ability disclosed by Nakada, would be desired for 
user to implement in their system to filter certain unwanted messages that contains undesired 
domain. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system of Ogilvie by including the features, which exclude unwanted domain 
message. 

Although Ogilvie, Nakada, and Nakada960 disclosed the invention substantially as claimed, 
Ogilvie, Nakada, and Nakada960 are silent regarding "receiving a response to the security- 
warning message either transmitting or canceling the mail messages". 

Meister, in an analogous art discloses "the system receiving a response to the security-warning 
message either transmitting or canceling the mail messages" (refer to 0036). 
Hence, providing features disclosed by Meister, would be desired for a user to implement in the 
system in order to allow the user to edit the message considering the address might be a mistake. 
Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system of Ogilvie, Nakada, and Nakada960 by including the features presented 
by Meister. 

2. Referring to Claim 2, Ogilvie discloses wherein the time period comprises an indication that 
the self-destructing electronic mail message (refer to Abstract) should be destroyed after it has 
been opened and closed on the electronic mail client application (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 40-50 
and Col 6, Lines 1-20). 
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3. Referring to Claims 3 and 28, Olgilvie discloses further comprising; transmitting an electronic 
mail message to the electronic mail client application (218 and 202, refer to Fig 2) indicating that 
the self-destructing electronic, mail message has been destroyed after the destruction of the self- 
destructing electronic mail message (refer to Col 9, Lines 40-67). 

4. Referring to Claim 4, Olgilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail message sent to the 
electronic mail client application (218 and 202, refer to Fig 2) after the destruction of the self- 
destructing electronic mail message comprises an identity of the sender of the self-destructing 
electronic mail message (refer to Col 7, Lines 1-10) and an indication that the self-destructing 
electronic mail message was sent and destroyed (refer to Col 9, Lines 60-67 and Fig 2). 

5. Referring to Claim 5, Olgilvie discloses encrypting the self-destructing electronic mail 
message prior to transmitting the self-destructing electronic mail message to the electronic mail 
client application (refer to Col 7, Lines 10-25, and Col 10, Lines 20-35 and Col 9, Lines 5-20). 

6. Referring to Claims 9 and 20, Olgilvie discloses receiving a self-destructing electronic mail 
message sent from the electronic mail server application (218 and 202, refer to Fig 2); and 
destroying all instances of the electronic mail message (refer to Abstract) sent from the electronic 
mail server after a period of time specified in the self-destructing electronic mail message has 
elapsed (refer to Col 11, Lines 40-50). 
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7. Referring to Claims 10 and 21, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client application 
s further operative to prevent the self-destructing electronic mail message from being printed 
(refer to Col 10, Lines 64-67 and Col 1 1, Lines 1-15). 

8. Referring to Claims 1 1 and 22, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client application 
is operative to prevent the self-destructing electronic mail message from being forwarded (refer 
to Col 7, Lines 25-45). 

9. Referring to Claims 12 and 23, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client application 
is further operative to prevent the self-destructing electronic mail message from being saved 
(refer to Col 7, Lines 25-45). 

10. Referring to Claims 13 and 24, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client 
application is further operative to prevent the self-destructing electronic mail message from 
being moved (forwarding, refer to Col 7, Lines 25-40). 

11. Referring to Claims 14 and 25, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client 
application is further operative to prevent the self-destructing electronic mail message from 
being copied or cut to a clipboard (refer to Col 11, Lines 10-20). 

12. Referring to Claims 15 and 26, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail client 
application is further operative to prevent a screen display containing the self-destructing 



Application/Control Number: 10/042,854 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2151 

electronic mail message from being captured (refer to Col 11, Lines 50-67 and Col 12, Lines 1- 
10). 

13. Referring to Claim 27, Ogilvie discloses wherein the period of time within which the self- 
destructing electronic mail message should be destroyed comprises an indication that the: self- 
destructing electronic mail message should be destroyed immediately after it has been read on 
.the electronic mail client application (refer to Col 3, Lines 30-35 and Col 6, Lines 5-20). 

14. Referring to Claim 29, Ogilvie discloses wherein the electronic mail server application is 1 
further operative to encrypt the self-destructing electronic mail message and wherein the 
electronic mail client application is operative to decrypt the self-destructing electronic mail 
message (refer to Col 7, Lines 10-25, and Col 10, Lines 20-35). 

16. Referring to Claim 31, Ogilvie did not disclose" removing an email address for the intended 
recipient whose electronic mail server application does not support self-destructing electronic 
mail messages". 

Official notice is given that it is obvious of ordinary skill in the art to remove the recipient whose 
application does not support self-destructing electronic mail messages. 
The suggestion/motivation would have been that by receiving the notification that delivery 
wasn't successful, to save the memory and to not resent to the same recipient again, it is 
necessary to delete the address. 
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17. Referring to Claim 32, Ogilvie discloses wherein notifying the sender comprises providing a 
user interface window and giving the sender an option to proceed with sending the self- 
destructing electronic mail message or canceling the self-destructing electronic mail message 
(refer to Col 9, Lines 1-10, the sender provides the ability to edit the self-removing email, also 
refer to Col 6, Lines 45-53). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Notes: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references 
in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. In the case of amending the 
claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully requested to indicate the portion(s) of the 
specification which dictate(s) the structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify 
and ascertain the metes and bounds of the claimed invention. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Karen C. Tang whose telephone number is (571)272-31 16. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7-3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia Martin- Wallace can be reached on (571)272-3440. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



